Predictors of Political Orientation in US-born Mexican Americans: Cultural Identification, Acculturation Attitudes, and Socioeconomic Status
Latinos make up the largest minority group in the United States and are the fastest growing cultural group in the American electorate. Of the 50 million Latinos currently living in the U.S., there were 19.5 million eligible Latino voters in 2008 and this estimate has risen to 23.7 million eligible Latino voters in 2012 (11% of the eligible 2012 electorate; Lopez, Motel, & Patten, 2012) . Importantly, the Latino population is not a culturally homogenous voting bloc; Mexican Americans make up 65% of the Latinos in the U.S., and of those 33 million Mexican Americans, 73% are U.S. born citizens . Thus, understanding what predicts political orientation among the largest subgroup, U.S. born Mexican Americans, has important consequences for culturally informed political science as well as political psychology.
Latino Political Orientation
In the past several election cycles, both the Democratic and Republican parties have actively courted "the Latino vote." However, numerous polls suggest that approximately 70% of Latinos identify with or lean toward the Democratic Party while 22% of Latinos identify with the Republican party (Lopez & Gonzalez-Barrera, 2012 ).
The 2002 Latino Voter Survey reported similar percentages among eligible Mexican
American voters (67% Democrat, 13% Republican, and 13% Independent; Alvarez & Bedolla, 2003) . In spite of the fact that the Latino group as a whole overwhelmingly swings in the Democratic direction, many social scientists have been interested in what predicts political orientation within each Latino subgroup.
Since the New Deal, the Democratic Party has received much support from Latinos, especially among Mexican Americans and Puerto Ricans, because the party showed strong support for programs that provided government assistance and policies that were welcoming of immigrants (Uhlaner & Garcia, 2005) . Cuban Americans, on the other hand, have a long history of supporting the Republican Party who has shown greater opposition to Fidel Castro's communist policies in Cuba than the Democratic Party (Uhlaner & Garcia, 2005) . Several studies have examined predictors of political orientation within the Latino subgroups (Cain, Kiewiet, & Uhlaner, 1991; Coffin, 2003; Dutwin, Brodie, Herrmann, & Levin, 2005; Uhlaner & Garcia, 2005) : Latinos who identify with the Democratic Party typically are of Mexican or Puerto Rican origins, earn less income, hold less traditional values, and are more likely to identify themselves Latino identity in favor of adopting a more conservative or Republican identity.
Acculturation, the process of cultural change following intercultural contact (Berry, 1990) , can account for differences in how strongly Latinos identify with their ethnic culture compared to American culture. Contemporary acculturation theories suggest that individuals with dual cultural exposure can identify positively with both cultures (a bicultural identity) or more strongly with either their original culture or the new culture (see Sam & Berry, 2006 for a review). Acculturation processes can also affect behaviors, values, and identity at different rates or not at all (Schwartz, Unger, Zamboanga, & Szapocznik, 2010 
Acculturation Attitudes
Early models of acculturation implied that the learning of and adaption to a new culture involved abandoning the heritage culture (e.g., Cuellar, Harris, & Jasso, 1980; Rotheram-Borus, 1990; Suinn, Rickard-Figueroa, Lew, & Vigil, 1987) . This onedimensional approach to acculturation implied a zero-sum: the individual assimilated to the mainstream culture and gave up attachment to the original culture (Nguyen & Benet-Martínez, 2007) . In other words, this now-outdated model equated acculturation with assimilation to the dominant culture.
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Over the last 25 years, a wealth of empirical studies show that acculturation is a bidimensional, two-directional, multi-domain complex process in which there are several modes of acculturation beyond assimilation (e.g., Flannery, Reise, & Yu, 2001; Ryder, Alden, & Paulhus, 2000; Sam & Berry, 2006; Schwartz et al., 2010; Thomson & Hoffman-Goetz, 2009 ). In the bidimensional model of acculturation, acculturating individuals (e.g., immigrants and their descendants) must navigate: (1) the degree to which they are motivated or allowed to retain identification and involvement with the culture of origin, now the non-majority, ethnic culture; and (2) the extent to which they are motivated or allowed to identify and participate in the mainstream, dominant culture (Berry, 2003) . 
The Present Study
We propose that differences in political orientation among U.S. born Mexican Americans result from several factors including cultural identification with the ethnic culture and American culture, attitudes towards acculturation, and socioeconomic status.
The present study extends previous work in three ways. First, we use a bidimensional approach to measure participants' strength of identification with the ethnic culture and also with American culture (instead of forcing them to choose American or Latino). We predict that identification with the ethnic culture (i.e., feeling "Mexican/MexicanAmerican/Chicano")will be positively linked to having a liberal political orientation while identification with the dominant American culture will be negatively linked to liberal attitudes.
Second, we measure Berry's (2003) four acculturation strategies and test whether these different attitudes mediate the differences in cultural identification and political orientation. This acculturation theory suggests that bicultural acculturation attitudes will predict identification with one's Mexican identity as well as one's American identity, while assimilation attitudes will only predict identification with one's American identity. However, given that all of our participants are U.S.-born Mexican Americans (second-generation), we suspect that most individuals will have a strong American identification. Thus, we believe differences in political orientation will be better predicted by differences in identification with Mexican culture. That is, individuals who hold bicultural attitudes may demonstrate a greater willingness to add their Mexican identity to an already stable American identification, while individuals who hold assimilation attitudes likely want to minimize their identification with Mexican culture. These differences in biculturalism and assimilation will mediate the relationship between cultural identification and political orientation.
Finally, we also included socio-economic status (SES) as a relevant predictor of political orientation. Prior research suggests that individuals from higher social classes or who earn higher incomes are more likely to identify themselves as Republican and vote against social programs that increase taxes (Coffin, 2003; Dutwin et al., 2005) .
Thus, we measured SES and tested whether cultural identification and SES interacted to moderate the effects of acculturation attitudes or political orientation. These relatively low levels of reliability are somewhat problematic and suggest that scores on the four acculturation strategies should be interpreted with caution (see also Benet-Martínez & Haritatos, 2005) . At the same time, given the integration scale's low alpha, the significant and meaningful effects for this scale reported later in the paper should be taken as conservative estimates of the effects one would obtain with more reliable measurement. 
Method

Results
Preliminary Analyses
The means, standard deviations, and zero-order correlations among all the study variables are reported in Table 1 . In support of our predictions, cultural identification, acculturation attitudes, and SES all predicted political orientation: holding a stronger
Mexican identity (r = .20) and supporting biculturalism as an acculturation attitude (r = .15) predicted a more liberal orientation, while belonging to a higher SES (r = -.24) and holding stronger assimilation attitudes (r = -.20) predicted a less liberal orientation.
Importantly, strength of U.S. identity, separation attitudes, and marginalization attitudes did not predict political orientation.
Higher SES predicted weaker Mexican identification (r = -.21), stronger U.S.
identification (r = .14), and stronger assimilation attitudes (r = .17). Stronger Mexican identity predicted weaker U.S. identity (r = -.43), weaker assimilation attitudes (r = -.44), stronger biculturalism attitudes (r = .13), stronger separation attitudes (r = .30), and weaker marginalization attitudes (r = -.12). Stronger U.S. identity predicted stronger assimilation attitudes (r = .23) and weaker separation attitudes (r = -.29).
Assimilation and biculturalism attitudes were independent of each other (r = -.08).
Because separation and marginalization attitudes did not significantly correlate with
political orientation or SES, we excluded these variables from the remaining analyses and focused our attention to biculturalism and assimilation.
Regression Analyses
The pattern of zero-order correlations suggest that the primary variables are, to some extent, conceptually interrelated and share explanatory power. To further explore the predictors of political orientation, we regressed political orientation on SES, To probe this interaction, PROCESS produces the simple slopes at the 10 th , 25 th , 50 th , 75 th , and 90 th percentiles of the moderator (i.e., SES) when estimating the conditional effects of independent variable (i.e., Mexican identification). Importantly, the estimated effects reported by the program are always within the range of the data and can be interpreted as very low, low, moderate, high, and very high. (mid), and 75% (high) percentiles) at low and high degrees of Mexican identification.
As shown in Figure 1 , those who were of middle-class (political orientation ŷ = 3.70) or upper middle-class (political orientation ŷ = 3.36) status and held a weak Mexican identification were considerably less liberal than their counterparts with a stronger Mexican identification.
Moderated Mediation Analyses
Using the PROCESS model, we next tested whether or not the two acculturation attitudes (biculturalism and assimilation) could mediate the interaction between Mexican identification and SES predicting political orientation. Hayes and Preacher (in press ) use the term conditional process modeling to encompass terms such as moderated mediation and mediated moderation (Edwards & Lambert, 2007; Muller, Judd, & Yzerbyt, 2005; Preacher, Rucker, & Hayes, 2007) . Hayes (2012) suggests using PROCESS model 8, which simultaneously tests mediated moderation and a specific type of moderation called "first stage and direct effect moderation" (see Edwards & Lambert, 2007; Preacher et al., 2007) . This model allows the direct and indirect effects of an independent variable (X) on a dependent variable (Y) through a mediator (M) to be moderated (W). First stage moderation refers to the moderation of the a-path in a mediation model and is denoted by significant a3-path. Direct effect moderation refers to the moderation of the c-path in a mediation model and is denoted by a significant c' 3-path.
Hayes (2012) strongly discourages the interpretation of the output through the lens of mediated moderation because this interpretation takes the focus off X and places it on the interaction of XW and its indirect effect. Instead, Hayes suggests focusing on
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Penelope Espinoza the moderation of the indirect and direct effects of X by W, which returns the focus back to X as the causal agent of interest and how its causal effect depends on W. In moderated mediation, the indirect effect through the mediator is constructed as the product of the X→M effect, which is conditional on W (i.e., a1 + a3W) and the M→Y effect (b1).
Thus, the indirect effect of X on Y through M is no longer a single quantity but is, instead, a function of W and hence is conditional: (a1 + a3W)b1. Although assimilation attitudes did not mediate differences in cultural identity and political orientation, we explored the significant moderation effect between
Mexican cultural identification and SES predicting assimilation attitudes. As shown in 
Discussion
U.S. born Mexican Americans are varied in how they culturally self-identify and the attitudes they hold towards acculturation; these differences influence political orientation. Replicating prior research (Dutwin et al., 2005) , we demonstrated that holding a stronger American identity or a weaker Mexican identity predicts having a less liberal political orientation. We also showed that acculturation attitudes can explain Laura P. Naumann Verònica Benet-Martínez Penelope Espinoza differences in political orientation. In general, stronger assimilation and weaker biculturalism attitudes predicted a less liberal political orientation.
Socioeconomic status (SES) was also a relevant predictor of political orientation. We demonstrated that SES interacts with strength of Mexican cultural identity to predict political orientation, but also biculturalism and assimilation attitudes.
The strongest effects occurred for individuals who had weaker Mexican identities, but belonged to a higher SES. Specifically, these individuals are much more moderate (i.e.,
closer to the midpoint) in their political orientation, hold weaker biculturalism attitudes, and stronger assimilation attitudes compared to individuals who have stronger Mexican identities. In contrast, for those individuals who are strongly identified with their Mexican identity, SES is not an important predictor of political orientation. Put in another way, if you are a highly ethnically-identified Mexican American, you are likely to hold a more liberal political orientation, stronger biculturalism attitudes, and weaker assimilation attitudes, regardless of SES.
Acculturation Attitudes and Party Affiliation
When taking into account differences in cultural identification and attitudes toward acculturation, the differences in political orientation are more easily understood.
For example, Mexican Americans who endorse bicultural attitudes seek to integrate both their Mexican and American customs into a unified identity. Bicultural acculturation attitudes comport well the Democratic Party platform (e.g., support for multiculturalism, affirmative action, and immigration). The values and attitudes associated with being bicultural are likely to supersede any identification with one's class status (i.e., the importance of belonging to the middle-or upper-class), mirroring our findings that SES did not interact with holding a stronger Mexican cultural identity.
In contrast, Mexican Americans whose ethnic identity is not central or important to them are likely to invest in other social identities. Our study shows that Mexicans with a weak cultural identification hold stronger assimilation and weaker biculturalism attitudes, and that these differences are exaggerated the higher one's SES is. This pattern of findings reaffirms the notion that individuals who assimilate do minimize their ethnic identity in order to adopt the dominant American identity. Not surprisingly, this stronger identification with the superordinate American identity, combined with a higher SES, also comports with ideals of the Republican Party (e.g., patriotism, personal responsibility, and meritocracy). In a related vein, Sears and Henry (2003) Jost, Banaji, & Nosek, 2004) . They may instead adopt these "traditional White American" values as a way to emphasize their commitment to the broader "American" identity and to be accepted by other White Republicans.
Interestingly, this cultural distancing from one's ethnic group to solely endorse an American identity may come with a price. Results from a recent meta-analysis (Nguyen & Benet-Martinez, 2013) shows that assimilation, relative to biculturalism, is linked to lower levels of psychological (i.e., wellbeing) and sociocultural (i.e., academic and career success) adjustment.
Cultural Identification and SES
Another notable finding was that individuals with a weak Mexican identity, but who also belonged to a lower SES, showed similar levels of liberal political orientation to those strongly-identified Mexican participants (see Figure 1) . One potential explanation is that the class identity of these working class individuals fills the hole left by a weak Mexican identity. In this instance, jobs, social security, and upward mobility may be most important to working class individuals' needs, and may seem better served by the Democratic Party. Another potential explanation is that these individuals are still negotiating their competing identities, but may feel that the Democratic Party likely has their best interests in mind. For example, as predicted, working class (low SES) individuals with weak Mexican identities held weaker assimilation attitudes (Figure 4) yet stronger bicultural attitudes than their high SES counterparts (Figure 3 ). Assimilation Attitudes
Implications
